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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 September 2007 . 
2a)[X] This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) M8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) K The drawing(s) filed on 27 January 2004 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action has been issued in response to amendment file 21 September 
2007. Claims 1-18 are pending in this Office Action. Accordingly, this action has been 
made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ogasawara (US 2001/0018671). 

With respect to claim 1, Ogasawara discloses a method of allowing entities to 
cooperate for implementing one or more processes, the method comprising: 

(a) storing and retrieving information in the form of tuples (para. [0072] lines 1-4); 

(b) using the tuples to represent objects involved in one or more processes, 
wherein each object is produced by an entity (para. [0076] lines 1-5); and 

(c) connecting the tuples to represent sequential events of the one or more 
processes (para. [0076] lines 1-2). 

Claim 2 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 1 and 
furthermore Ogasawara teaches the method of allowing entities to cooperate for 
implementing one or more processes further comprising: 
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(d) associating each object with one or more semantic terms (fig. 10 column 
"merchandise name", para. [01 04] lines 7-11); and 

(e) allocating one tuple named with the semantic term for every association, the 
tuple containing the information provided by the object corresponding to the meaning of 
the semantic term (fig. 11 column "shelf number", para. [0108] lines 3-5),. 

Claim 3 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 2 and 
furthermore Ogasawara teaches the method of allowing entities to cooperate for 
implementing one or more processes further comprising: 

(f) indicating one or more of the semantic terms in order to represent a goal of 
the one or more processes (para. [0053] lines 5-9, para. [0076] lines 1-5). 

Claim 4 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 2 and 
furthermore Ogasawara teaches the method of allowing entities to cooperate for 
implementing one or more processes further comprising: 

(f) generating chains of events which terminate at the tuples corresponding to 
each semantic term (para. [0076] lines 1-5). 

Claim 5 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 2 and 
furthermore Ogasawara teaches the method of allowing entities to cooperate for 
implementing one or more processes further comprising: 

(f) generating semantic categories by aggregating the semantic terms 
(para.[0053] lines 5-7). 
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Claim 6 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 1 and 
furthermore Ogasawara teaches the method of allowing entities to cooperate for 
implementing one or more processes further comprising: 

(d) representing the conditions under which the entity can produce one or more 
of the objects by using tuple templates (para. [01 04] lines 12-17). 

Claims 7-12, 13-18 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claims 1-6 because claims 7-12, 13-18 claim substantially equivalent 
limitations as claims 1-6. Claims 1-6 claim limitations of the method. Claims 7-12 claim 
limitations of an apparatus. Claims 13-18 claim limitations of an article of manufacture. 

Response to Argument 

Applicants' arguments with respect to the specification objection and the 101 
rejection are persuasive. The specification objection and the 101 rejection are 
withdrawn. 

Applicants' argument regarding the 102(b) rejection based upon Ogasawara is 
not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicants' arguments. 

With respect to applicant's argument that Ogasawara does not involve 
connecting tuples to represent sequential events of a process, the examiner respectfully 
disagrees and refers applicants to fig. 12 and para.[0075], [0076]. Ogasawara teaches 
the client picks pieces of merchandise to create one or more orders/shopping lists. The 
picking pieces of merchandise (tuples) is the sequentially events of the order process. 
And the pieces of merchandise in a shopping list are in the ordering number, so they 
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are connected. Therefore, Ogasawara teaches the connecting tuples to represent 
sequential events of a process. 

Accordingly, examiner strongly believes that a prima facie case has been clearly 
establish with respect to the prior art rejection of the instant claims, given their broadest 
reasonable interpretation. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thu-Nguyet Le whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1093. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00-2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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19 November 2007 
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